Memories of the First World War are nation-specific, constructed and developed over time to suit a particular view of a country's past. Moreover, they can instrumental in influencing that country's future development and relations with its neighbours.
Introduction
In the run-up to the centenary year, the First World War enjoyed global public interest on an unprecedented scale. Thoughts in Germany were largely focused on the question of responsibility for the outbreak of the war. What role did Germany's government play in the events that led to the First World War, compared to those of the other great powers? All thoughts around how best to commemorate the war's outbreak and significant moments of the four year war at national or regional level paled into insignificance against the background of a revival of the long debate on the origins of the war which once again exercised German historians, journalists, politicians and the German public. 1. Commemorating the war on the 50 th and 100 th anniversary
The question of 'war guilt' or 'responsibility' has been central to how Germans have thought of the First World War ever since it began. After Germany's defeat in 1918, successive interwar governments made it their mission to prove the country had fallen victim to an attack by its neighbours. Following the Second World War, a more amicable consensus which blamed alliance systems rather than individual governments had all but settled the matter -until it became controversial once again in the 1960s.
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The last 'big anniversary', commemorating 50 years since the outbreak of the war, coincided with the Fischer controversy during which historians, foremost among them Fritz Fischer, questioned the consensus of the interwar and post-Second-World-War years. An uncomfortable anniversary, which also needed to commemorate the outbreak of the Second World War 25 years before, was made all the more troublesome by the fact that the old question of who had started the First World War was reopened by historians. Against the background of bitter disputes among historians about who was responsible for the outbreak of the war (which pitted the Hamburg historian Fritz Fischer against most of his peers, foremost among them Gerhard Ritter, a veteran of the war), the German media covered the topic extensively and thus it was discussed well beyond the academy by the German public -an interesting parallel to the events of 2014 when once again a historiographical dispute became a publicly discussed topic which attracted extensive media interest. Of course, in 1964, members of the 'Front Generation', like Ritter himself, participated in the debate in which not just the country's reputation but also the motives for their own participation in the war was at stake. By contrast, in 2014, the First World War was no longer part of anyone's personal experience though, as we will see, that scarcely made it less emotive.
A brief comparison between the debates which occurred on the occasion of the 50 th anniversary of the war and the centenary shows up some interesting parallels as well as differences. On both occasions the focus was on one ground-breaking and controversial thesis in particular (boiled down to the bare minimum and to some extent misrepresenting the historians who had advanced it) -in 1964 it was Fischer's view in Griff nach der Weltmacht that Germany was more to blame for the outbreak of war than others. 3 In 2014, as we will explore in more detail, that role was taken by Christopher Clark's equally ground-breaking and controversial book The Sleepwalkers.
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The role of the media is another obvious parallel. In the run up to the 50 th anniversary, the magazine Der Spiegel in particular fuelled public discussion, and the media were a major contributing part in ensuring that this was not a debate confined to the pages of scholarly journals or lecture theatres. In 2014, print media, online publications, radio and TV coverage of the topic turned The Sleepwalkers into a publishing sensation and its author into a household name. At the same time, newspapers and magazines, TV and radio programmes foregrounded the First World War and created a genuine interest among the German public in a war that had not received this much attention in living memory.
However, perhaps the most important parallel between the two anniversaries was that in both cases the debate was arguably more about contemporary and future Germany than about its past. Of course, the international context to each anniversary was hugely different. European alliance in which it had become used to playing a leading role -politically and economically at least -and some wanted to see an end to the perceived humiliation that the 'war guilt' allegation posed for Germans. On the occasion of the 50 th and the 100 th anniversary of the war, Germany's future role in Europe appeared to depend on how its government's actions in 1914 were seen by its former enemies and its current and potential future partners in the present.
The centenary in Germany
In the run-up to the centenary, the German public became interested in the First World War on an unprecedented scale. Generations of Germans devoured documentaries, feature films, discussion shows and countless publications aimed at general audiences. This interest was fuelled by willing journalists, publishers and historians who were only too keen to encourage this newly-found enthusiasm for all things Great War. Indeed, even the name 'der grosse Krieg' was widely adopted in Germany during the centenary debates for the first time. Until then, arguably, it had been the war of 1939 that had deserved that name, a conflict that had overshadowed the memory of the First World War in Germany for decades.
While the German public was exercised by the most recent debates on the First World War's origins in the years immediately preceding the centenary, the German government seemed to find it difficult to come to terms with the impending anniversary and was unable or unwilling to conceive of national plans for commemoration. Certainly, there was a marked difference between the amount of effort (and money) that the German Government was prepared to put into acts of commemoration. Unlike in Britain, where a commission was put in charge of plans in 2012 and some 50 million pounds of public funds were allocated to various commemorative activities and programmes, 5 in Germany, only 3.5 million euros were set aside for remembrance events. 6 In Australia, which embraced the centenary with perhaps the most enthusiasm, the plan to task a national commission with preparing centenary With the Federal Government unwilling to plan national commemoration, it was up to regional governments, museums and universities to organise events to commemorate the centenary, and there was much appetite for exhibitions, public discussions and conferences up and down the country. In the meantime, thoughts of remembrance and commemoration were overshadowed by the newly-erupted controversy about Germany's part in the events that had led to its outbreak.
A hundred years after its outbreak, the memory of the war was still, as it had been in previous decades, dominated by questions about its origins and about Germany's role in the events that became interested in this topic and keen to exonerate Germany for the perceived shackles of 10 In Christoph Cornelißen's assessment, Clark's strong 'analytical passages rather contrast with a peculiarly vague assessment of German and Austrian politics during the July Crisis'. 17
And yet, 30 years after this celebrated scene at Verdun, 50 years after the Fischer controversy, the question of 'war guilt' was once again passionately discussed in Germany.
The tone turned defamatory and hostile; being a 'Fischerite' was once more an insult. In the Arguments about Germany's relative innocence -or rather shared responsibility of the great powers -found its way into other widely-discussed publications, among them Herfried Indeed, much of the public debate centred on Germany's current and future role in Europe, with many conservative historians advocating once again a more self-assured foreign policy for an economically powerful Germany. If 'war guilt' for one world war could finally be laid to rest, then it might become more conceivable for Germany to play a more prominent international role.
While it might be tempting to speculate that without Clark's publication and the spirited 24 The fact that many historians refer to Gavrilo Princip and his associates as 'terrorists' has itself caused controversy, particularly among Serbian commentators who consider Princip a 'freedom fighter' and object to the negative connotations associated with labelling their national hero a terrorist. Despite his international largely negative press, in the centenary year a memorial was erected in Belgrad celebrating Princip. the view that Germany did not confine but fuelled the escalation that led to war'. 35 Thus their message stood in sharp contrast to the concurrent public debate.
Interestingly, in their official speeches delivered to mark key moments one hundred years ago, Germany's leaders also accepted Germany's large share of responsibitity for the outbreak of war, steering a cautious course through the controversy which had occupied the German public since the autumn of 2013. In the official statements of members of the German government, the question of war guilt was not dodged, nor was an attempt made to divert from Germany's role in the events that led to the war. On the whole, these speeches used the occasion to stress the importance of European integration and good neighbourly relations in preserving peace in Europe over the last seven decades and hopefully into the future, rather than dwelling on the causes of the war. 36 In this speech of 3 July 2014, for example, the President of the German Bundestag, Norbert Lammert, claimed that 'politically irresponsible action' had led to the crisis a hundred years before. In the summer of 1914, deescalation of the crisis was neglected in favour of a 'calculated as well as headless' jump into the abyss. For this he attributed a 'large measure of responsibility' to the Kaiserreich and the German military. 37 He addressed head-on the 'brutal attack on neutral Belgium' which was 'against international law', and the crimes committed against civilians, the destruction of towns, mentioning Reims and Louvain in particular as 'embarrassing and inexcusable'.
Repeatedly he posed the rhetorical question: 'What concern of ours is the First World War?', and in conclusion his answer pointed to the future. 'We have lived in peace for seven decades. We are the lucky ones! From this stems our responsibility!'
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In a similar vein, Bundespräsident Joachim Gauck used the occasion of his speech in Liège on 4 August 2014, the anniversary of the British declaration of war on Germany, to blame the 'striking failure of diplomacy, the unfortunate Schlieffen Plan', the belief that war could cleanse society, the mistaken belief in a short war as a solution for international disputes for the outbreak of 'a war among brothers which eventually set large parts of the world alight'.
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The message here, as in similar speeches, was a focus on the responsibility of later generations to preserve peace and to acknowledge that 'peace and reconciliation are possible'.
The German Centenary in International Perspective
The centenary year has seen an unusual, if not entirely surprising, increase in public interest by focusing on remembering its many victims while highlighting that this had been a just and necessary war, in the case of the Central Powers, the losers had never found much to celebrate or commemorate. 40 When it came to planning the centenary celebrations, it looked initially as if the German Government was inclined to 'look away' rather than to tackle how
Germany might remember such an uncomfortable event. 41 However, the government was out of step, as exhibitions at local and regional levels and extensive media coverage brought the war back to life and into German living rooms. And public interest also changed as Germans in unprecedented numbers engaged with Clark and his critics and contributed via online discussions and comment pages to the public debate that unfolded on the eve of the centenary. At the height of the controversy around The Sleepwalkers, some 69 percent of respondents to a German opinion poll expressed an interest in the First World War, rising to as high as 77 percent among the fourteen-to twentynineyear-olds. 42 For the first time, books on the First World War outsold those on the Second, and the interest among a younger audience is particularly noteworthy.
The debate among historians significantly contributed to this newly emerged interest.
Although we are far removed today from the events of 1914, this has not diminished the perceived national importance of arriving at a palatable interpretation of the causes of the war. Certainly the passage of time has not yet relegated the topic to history. Gerd Krumeich, writing before the centenary debate began, was unfortunately overly optimistic when he suggested that German historians no longer feel the need to defend their nation's honour, or that this topic no longer hit 'a raw nerve'. 43 In 2014, thinking about the origins of the war opened up new debates and demonstrated that among some members of the German public there were deeply-held resentments of the notion that Germany had started the First World
War. The fact that in Clark Germany had an advocate of a less judgemental persuasion who was not German also played a part in the reception of his thesis; he wasconsidered unbiased and objective. 44 That this question of war guilt should still exercise contemporaries to such an extent is perhaps the most surprising revelation of the centenary in Germany.
The way the debate unfolded in Germany in the centenary year showed that questions of national honour were still of considerable importance when it came to how Germans discussed the origins of the war. When Clark was read by the German public, as well as by many historians, as absolving Germany for the responsibility that it had shouldered for a hundred years, there was thus a palpable sense of relief in many quarters. His revision of the old consensus was, in Stig Förster's words, "balm for the soul of more self-confident educated citizens (Bildungsbürger)," at a time when Germany is once more a great power on the continent. 45 The nature of Germany's conflicted relationship with its past meant that it was difficult for the German government to conceive of ways of commemorating the war. However, the 48 In the run-up to the centenary, the British Government found itself in a difficult position planning the commemoration for a war whose causes mattered to the British narrative of the conflict, while being conscious not to offend the Germans. 49 Max Hastings, arguing against futility in the BBC TV programme "The necessary war," which aired on 25 February 2014. It was up against another BBC programme presented by Niall Ferguson, scheduled for screening a week later, titled 'The wrong war', in which he advanced his argument that war was unnecessary for Britain and that the sacrifices its citizens made were pointless. 50 Of course, who caused the war matters in all these countries, but for different reasons. More often, it is how the war impacted on the lives of those who fought it, and those who experienced it on the home front that has proved to hold most fascination for late generations.
As we near the centenary of the war's end, how the war was lost and won, and how the victors dealt with the spoils, will likely be equally as controversially discussed as how it started. Here, too, national memories and national commemorations will necessarily differ as winners and losers of 1918 remember the end and -crucially -the consequences of the war differently. Commemorating the war has proved challenging for Germany; commemorating its end and outcome will undoubtedly prove just as difficult. 52 Ibid. 53 http://www.auswaertiges-amt.de/DE/Infoservice/Presse/Reden/2014/141217-BM_Erinnerungskulturen.html.
